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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 09/26/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. However, dependent claims 4, 11 and 16 have been amended. Therefore, the 
dependent claims 4, 11 and 16 are rejected with new ground of rejection. Claims 1-20 are 
currently pending. 

Applicant, on page 1 of his response, argues that Myr presumes (or at least already 
knows) that a signal is a navigation query, and thus, Myr does not teach the necessity to parse the 
signal at the call center node to determine an inquiry. Additionally, Myr presume (or at leas 
already knows) to access an information database to determine that short route to a destination, 
and thus Myr does not teach the need to access an information database based on the 
determination of the inquiry. 

However, the examiner disagrees. The MGU client (user terminal) initiates a voice query 
signal or a request message to the CTU (server). The CTU (server) provides information or 
services to the MGU client (user terminal) bases on the voice query signal or request message. 
The applicant's attention is directed to the disclosure of the reference Myr, paragraph [0175] and 
[0185]. Additionally, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Myr by providing information or services according to a request message or voice query, since 
the technique described by Myr would perform equally well if operated at the system. 

Applicant is advised to clearly define the term "compressed digital signal" and 
particularly point out how to parse the signal at the call center node to determine an inquiry. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 5-10, 12-14 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lemelson et al. (U.S. 6,487,500) in view of Myr (Pub. No: 2001/0029425). 

Regarding claim 1, Lemelson et al. disclose method for responding to digital vehicle 
requests, the method comprising: receiving a voice query by a telematics unit, wherein the 
telematics unit comprises at least one analog digital converter (col. 21, lines 11-16); converting 
the voice query to a compressed digital signal (col. 21, lines 11-16); transmitting the signal to a 
call center node 12 in communication with an information database via a wireless network (fig. 
1, col. 21, lines 11-16). But, Lemelson et al. disclose method for responding to digital vehicle 
requests, the method comprising: parsing the signal at the call center node to determine an 
inquiry; accessing the information database based on the inquiry; formulating at least one 
response to the inquiry; transmitting the at least one formulated response in a digital format over 
the wireless network to the telematics unit; and translating the at least one formulated response to 
an analog format at the at least one analog digital converter. 

In the same field of endeavor, Myr discloses method for responding to digital vehicle 
requests, the method comprising: parsing the signal at the call center node to determine an 
inquiry ([0062]. Specifically, Myr discloses on receiving a navigation query (Unit 11) from a 
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GSM Network driver/subscriber for a shortest route to a particular destination); accessing the 
information database based on the inquiry ([0062]. Specifically, Myr discloses the CTU applies 
an optimization procedure for computing an optimal route while making use of updated travel 
times for individual sections of roads) formulating at least one response to the inquiry ([0062]. 
Specifically, Myr discloses the optimal route is communicated to the MGU (Unit 10) via Internet 
/WAP protocol); transmitting the at least one formulated response in a digital format over the 
wireless network to the telematics unit ([0062]. Specifically, Myr discloses the optimal route is 
communicated to the MGU (Unit 10) via Internet /WAP protocol (Unit 8) and presented to the 
driver visually on the MGUs monitor (Unit 9) configuration in digital map format); and 
translating the at least one formulated response to an analog format at the at least one analog 
digital converter ([0062]. Specifically, Myr discloses the optimal route is communicated to the 
MGU (Unit 10) via Internet /WAP protocol (Unit 8) and presented to the driver visually on the 
MGUs monitor (Unit 9) configuration in digital map format, and/or in audio form through a 
sequence of voice instructions to GSM mobile clients). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the vehicle control and warning system of Lemelson et al. by 
specifically including parsing the signal at the call center node to determine an inquiry; accessing 
the information database based on the inquiry; formulating at least one response to the inquiry; 
transmitting the at least one formulated response in a digital format over the wireless network to 
the telematics unit; and translating the at least one formulated response to an analog format at the 
at least one analog digital converter, as taught by Myr, the motivation being in order to provide a 
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real time travel guidance system capable of handling a driver's request for a fastest route to any 
destination. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 1. Further, Myr discloses the method further comprising: optimizing the telematics unit 
for transmission of the voice query to a computer call center node ([01 12]). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 1. Further, Myr discloses the method further comprising: transmitting the signal to the 
call center using a packet data connection ([0101]). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 1 . Further, Myr disclose the method wherein transmitting the at least one formulated 
response in a digital format over the wireless network to the telematics unit comprises: 
transmitting the at least one formulated response in a digital streaming audio format ([0101]. 
Specifically, Myr discloses the navigation directions will be also be returned via TCP/IP protocol 
in form of digital map and driving Text/Voice instructions). 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 1. Further, Lemelson et al. disclose the method wherein the analog digital converter 
further comprises a reversible digital analog converter (col. 21, lines 30-34). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 1. Further, Myr disclose the method wherein transmitting information via the wireless 
network further comprises transmitting information via an Internet protocol ([0062]). 
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Regarding claim 9, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1. 
However, the system includes the necessary software, hardware, firmware or a combination 
thereof to accomplish the stated task or functionality. 

Regarding claim 10, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 2. 
However, the system includes the necessary software, hardware, firmware or a combination 
thereof to accomplish the stated task or functionality. 

Regarding claim 12, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 8. 
However, the system includes the necessary software, hardware, firmware or a combination 
thereof to accomplish the stated task or functionality. 

Regarding claim 13, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 14, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 2. 

Regarding claim 17, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 5. 

Regarding claim 18, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 19, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 7. 

Regarding claim 20, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 8. 

4. Claims 3 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lemelson et al. (U.S. 6,487,500) in view of Myr (Pub. No: 2001/0029425) and further in view 
of Gladwin et al. (Pub. No: 2005/0003812). 
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Regarding claim 3, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 2. But, combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr do not disclose the method further 
comprising: filtering the received voice query before converting it to the digital signal. 

In the same field of endeavor, Gladwin et al. disclose the method further comprising: 
filtering the received voice query before converting it to the digital signal (0370]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the vehicle control and warning system of the combination of 
Lemelson et al. and Myr by specifically including filtering the received voice query before 
converting it to the digital signal, as taught by Gladwin et al., the motivation being in order to 
support multi media application features running on the server and wireless device. 

Regarding claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set for in claim 3. 

5. Claims 4, 11 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lemelson et al. (U.S. 6,487,500) in view of Myr (Pub. No: 2001/0029425) and further in view 
of Aoki et al. (Pub. No: 20010044315) 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr disclose all the limitation 
in claim 2. However, combination of Lemelson et al. and Myr do not disclose the method further 
comprising: compressing the voice query digital signal at the telematics unit, wherein a 
compression algorithm compresses the voice query signal at more than two times the 
compression ratio of human recognizable audio data compression, and wherein the formulated 
response is compressed to allow a user of the telematic unit to understand the formulated 
response. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Aoli et al. disclose the method further comprising: 
compressing the voice query digital signal at the telematics unit, wherein a compression 
algorithm compresses the voice query signal at more than two times the compression ratio of 
human recognizable audio data compression, and wherein the formulated response is compressed 
to allow a user of the telematic unit to understand the formulated response ([0050] to [0053]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the vehicle control and warning system of the combination of 
Lemelson et al. and Myr by specifically including disclose the method further comprising: 
compressing the voice query digital signal at the telematics unit, wherein a compression 
algorithm compresses the voice query signal at more than two times the compression ratio of 
human recognizable audio data compression, and wherein the formulated response is compressed 
to allow a user of the telematic unit to understand the formulated response, as taught by Aoki et 
al., the motivation being in order to performs data transmission using a packet of an appropriate 
length according to the detected vehicle traveling speed. 

Regarding claim 11, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 4. 
Regarding claim 16, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 4. 

Conclusion 



6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dai A Phuong whose telephone number is 571-272-7896. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Dai Phuong 

AU: 2688 

Date: 12-10-2005 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



